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A A questionnaire formulated
vy on Family Life, prepaged by the T=
‘and Youth, was adminidtered to over’
in Rutherfard County, Tennessse

to gather responses on a five poan : gar :
stable familv characteristics, as outlined in the inventory. It
d=2signed to ascertain the degree to which these applied to
ts' families. Approximately 2€5 black studant's completad
tionnaire. Areas of black’ family socialization which wers

ed with white family socialization were as follows: (1).

s shic data, {(2) mutual family trust and parental t“u*hfulngss,
(3) mutual family respect and loyalty, (4) feelings of family
togetherness and the perceived degree >f "doing things *ogether", (5)
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family friction: discipline of children, family gquarrels, ari
divorcs, and (€) community support: chirch attendance, school
activities, and community activities. Findings indicated that
although black's were 1igh in some "unstable" family characteristics
such as sgparation, diverce, unémploymant, poor housing, etc., an
-examinztion’ Df their respgnges in the areas of the "stable" family
did no+t reflect:the stereotype of highly distressed, ‘disorganized ani
~ deviant charagterlztics- Motreover, in some areas such as family
togethernsss, family respect, etc., blacks responded more postivaly
than whites. This discrepancy- suggests that the ususal black studies
~ars too nirrow in their focus on the ptgblgm a:pezts of black

families (Autharfhﬁ) B .
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FAMILY SOCIALIZATION PERCEPTIONS AMONG
BLACK AND WHITE HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS
i IN RUTHERFORD COUNTY, TENNESSEE:
COMPARISON AND CONTRAST. : -
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 4(T' v Research Gr
vided support for a CGmprhEﬁ%lVE com—

tF Pra f

Eh 1ngl}§ s of the Findings.

over two huﬁdTEd fifty Black
kwere high i

and, althmugh Black%

ared.
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Every ten-years .since 1909, the President of the United States has

lled a Whitehouse G@nfarénceign_Childféﬁ and: Youth. Each state governor

is notified and, “in turn, contacts a ju Gdge ir each county. | A committee

5

is then formed to make a county-wide study of the- zonditions for vouth.

This writer .was invited to be .a member of the Rutherford County Committee

"and asked to work with the youth on the Committee. This sub-group

formulated a queSEiDnnaire from the study guide‘inventargéravided by the

. %

E‘u

Tennessee Commission on Yauth Guidance.
This questionnaire was given to all the students in Rutherford

County High Sé¢hools (éﬁéépﬁ Eagleville) and under a Faculty Research
. 3 % .

.. grant fmeMTSUi:hE ;déta;.haize _been, to a limited .degree, analvéed. . ... ... . ...

Approxi

o

Thes esponses hava Leen ELudlEd cgmﬁafiﬁg those of .Black-and,White

in areas related primarily to patterns which affect family socializatiou.

Using the chi square, levels of sighnificance have been found in many
areas of family living and +the family's rgiatiaﬂship to ‘the community.

This comparative sceientific study. of Black and White families in a similar-

1

area in the mid;S@uth; reveals remarkable similarities ¥ather than
differences in Black/White family life.

Areas o§ Black family sociali tlgn;wh;ch are contrasted with White
) P 2
in this research are as follows:
5 o -

(1) Demographic data

=

(2) Hufﬁal famiiy trust and parental truthfulness

Yy
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(3) Mutual family respect and loyalty

(4) Feelings of family togetherness and the perceived degree of

“M'doing things together"
: BEE \

(5) Family frictions: discipline of children family quafréls
|

(6) Ccmmuﬁiiy support: ,:hur%h attendance, school activities and

=

and divorce

community activities \ R A C .

!
i
-
-

Dé@ggfaphic Data

(S

Murfreesboro is a city with a pépulaticn of about 25,000, located
. ) 4
in Rutherford County, Tennessee, bordéring Davidson (Nashville) County.

About 12% of the éity[EOuﬂty pcpulatigﬁ is Black. There has been very
7 7 . 7 ) ) :\ ) - ) ] i
little residential integration apart from federally Ffunded housing projects.
Certdin areas of the city are assumed té_be "Black" and although the

S T T S

housing is usually better than "shack", it.is generally less than adequate,
as indicated in response to the quésticn fégarﬁiﬁg housing.

(See Table I.) .

Murfreesboro is humming with ‘many new industries, but job opportunities

for Blacks seem to be rather poor here as in the rest of the nation.

Students were asked to rate the community as to the unemployment situation

and job opportunities: | o .

(5ee TabTe II) : . :

an "It would appear from these data that the Black families represented ’
. j i - ’ : e
in this study dre not on a '"par" economically with Whites in this county

and therefdére would probably not be in the same socio-economic class.

Simpson and~Yinger (1965: 185) suggest that ma§§ aspects of Black
behavior are EDﬁSEquEQEEéAQf class status, not simply pfajujice:

. . : S il

G-
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To what degree does the following aﬁply to your family

h@usingé

Poor, Overcrowded..
Black 9.1
. White ' 3.5

chi square 25.36 S

Q "i.
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TABLE II

N .

1

_To what degree does each of the following apply to your family?

Unemployment ) . and, Job Dppériuﬁities

Constant Some Regular : Good
Unemployment . Unemployment Employment ;| Unsatisfactory Average  Opportunities
i, - - B

Black 9.2 ' 16.2 " 74.6 9.7 38. ¢ 52.0

]

White 6.5 8.5 85.0 | 0.3 26,00 . 69.0

chi square =~ 17.28 s .001 chi
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Negvoes often exfiibit a low depree of motivation

\

class
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for education; but that this is not simply a product of their
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tatus a

iy

f their class

o]

) race status burc in part a rasult
shown by thé similar patterns of motivation found among’ -

children. Prejudice doubtless increases
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lower
. - the likelihood that a Negro w111 be a member of the lower
.class and Eﬁis lies behiﬂd this personality _tendency /5 but
; ) class factor per se must also bg considered.

. As the following behavior characteristics are analyzed, it will be

sipgnificant to bear in mind Simpsdn's hypothesis. .
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mast precious possession, their? chlldren, to the care of Black women,
: o

“and ”maijs” are left alone in White homes to clean," there has been a

The conceptions parents have of their children are

A ' . such that they are constantly alert as the child matures -

is as bad a

[V

everyone élse, That is,

n
pe]
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<
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in 1Qwexsclass culﬁhre, human nature is conce ved of as "

ssenitially bad, destructive, immoral.

m%.

b

n fesponse to the questions on trust within the family in this

iff rence fram Whltés.

_féééﬁréh, Blacks showed 11:;1ﬂ
. B r;'Tha concept of "mutUal trust" may have posed some problem of

- interpretation, However, there seems to be scme'cqnsengus between the

Q e o
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4 .
two proups in that the chi squares wgre similar for both th
mutual trust and the mptre spe
7 {Sec Table III)

\[‘4

quest ot

l[ c qUE%Ll@n ngEfdlnE pargntal truthrulng

-
(]

Actunliy, in both areas of ;rust- there appears to be a élffa;enr

pittern in the two ;hgéﬁlacks there is a greater fESpDﬁSE
than'the~whites_t@ "average' and less to the e '
e Whites avéf%ging ah ree

*

§§ds_cf§the continuum,
higher p;fEEﬂEégE‘ET;gg%h '%aud (always and often)
aﬁdi“p@D%h (seldom and neve§) S
. ¢ naté;éfthy that pafEﬁtal tfﬁtﬁfulness (éiwaw&
is rated more highl :

.

e .n’—‘“‘-

ve: 53, often: 32)
hly than mutual trué; in both Zroups.
ar Dut\the Elndlﬁg Df

This seems to
a previous & alysis of the combined Black

and Whlte fESpDﬁSEa comparing parent's truthfulness with th21r young
people, an? the yquth s truthfulness with parents (always: 16, often; 52).
. \ - | o
Mutual Famli Respect and Loyalty* L

¥

Acﬁarding to Caalay Clcaklng glassﬂself) and Mead (EEﬂEfallEEd
l : B
ather), saclal aﬁian,takes the form of jud

\
tions of athers

in

g aurselves ffam ‘Our percep-—
eﬁalu?tlans of us, and B;agks have
_accepted Whit %
|

Blaak college istudents had similar stereatypas of’ Blﬁck
White élassmaé&

raditionally
tEfEDt;bés of thémselves. Studies have found that
(Newcomb et

m

as did ;heifi
= al. 1965: 435).

With négé&ive stereo-
typirng from the White community reinforced by Blacks who agree, it would
tend to lelawzthat Blacks wauld respect t

this lack of tegpezt would permeate’ the home.

hemselves very little and
Rainwata% stateg (lQESS. 123)

A
- . Ay
In Negro slim QulEUfé,

Z

_— o )
growing up involves an ever-increasing

rﬁprCiatiﬂﬂ of one's shortcomings; of the impossibility of
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Rate your family as to (a) mutual trust, (b) -pareﬂ%al truthfulness

\ L ' :iéfy Good Good / Average . Fair Poor
Black - (a) 33.2 (2 37.6 () 23.0 ° (2) 3.6 . (a)
B 489 L ) 32,8 () 142 ()'1.8.  (b)
White '(a>i35iD (a) 38.4 (a) 17.2 (a) 4.5 (a),

- (E)’EQ,S . (b) 31.7 (b) 11.2 (b) 1.3 (b) 0.

Ca)'i%iasquﬁxg 6.10 o “N.S. .2
(b)" chi squate 6.8 . » N.S.- .2 d

g - = . . ;! - . : : i
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nding a self-sufficient ‘and gratifying way of living.

It is in the family first angd most devastating that one

5 i - ) R -
o .learns these lessons.. ., . The result is a paciliar A
- . .

strength . . . (which) involves ‘the 'abiliry to tolerate
| Coey . ’ ’ = :

Y and defend against degrading varbal—and physical aggres-

sions” fram DtthS and not to give up EDEPlEEEl; . st
. e 4 - . ’
Family members becgme patentlal enemies to EaL Qtl .

%,‘

s N
Sl 'In con:rast, responses in thie research yﬂdlcate more re:pect amongst

Y

- - o
b Black family members. It may be that,

i

in this Sample3 eduéationkgs

becoming impo~-ant; Rainv . 2r suggests that as Black children recognize
® i . . [ ‘ . N r
education-as a means,of escape-.from a difficult situation, thea "Their

e

commitment to school activities will féed back into their families in

a positive way. The pareénts will feel pvaud rather than ashamed."
(1968b: 126) It is=im§0tcant to note that both groups, Black and White,

perceive a fairly high degree of res pect in the home: ___. . . .

‘ h Very Huzﬁﬁand Much) Respect: Black-84.3; White.79.3 . A ‘

%j?-?iﬂyalty"\;s another ¢ ‘ncept which‘may be interpreted ;ﬁ various
i . , = -

) ways. - Whether iticcnﬂgteg fait?fulness;;adheféncei(t am;%y membérs)
or duty (Webscef), it would teﬁd‘cg indicate an ElgmentAof Support. o
*Léyéity w}éhin the family would*seem to he closely ass Lated with a - )

. petc;ivgd éégrsebaf réspéztg in EheseVEESPQﬁses Ehéfé is not'a Signif

) - . ; o . )

&
ficant Staéisiical difference between Black and White.
indicate cthat

Differences in fhe perce;ved lavalty within the fami l
e Blacks™. It is diffigu;t to

the Whites' seem to be greater than the Blacks

" and ' 1Qvalty would be” u1£ferent Thls may. be

uﬁdE§ cand why "respect

péftlall} explalned in terms af Rainwater's discussion of the matrifocal
N “family (1968c: 114, 117): ' - - ©

h | il
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: f
in-Legro lower-class families women-tend to look to thei:
female rélatives for support and counsel and to treat rheir £
- husbands as essentially uninterested in the dav-to-dav
7 ¥ . .
problems of family iiving. Wives seem very willing to ‘
. - withdraw commitment from husbands who are not bringing monty
into the house. They take the talnt of view thak he has no
) V 1‘6 . -
= - ight to take up space around the house, toiuse facilities
. or to demand 1gyal v f™M her. The lack of control that
mothers have over much rHat goes on in’ their househslds 1is
most d 5 atic ,lly apparent in the fact thgg their older
- children seem to have the right to come home at any tira
. . . . , *
once they have moved and to stay in the home without :
) . - : <
contributing to its maintenance. Thﬁugh the mother may
: be resentful about being taken advantage of, she’does not (
feel she can tu urn her cnlldren L A .
S —— N A ? .
- - There may be an indication here Ehat rathcr than a loyalty to tha family, -«
% ) = .
the family is taken for granted. Tt is inseresting to note that in .
X comparing White responses to "respect" and "loyalty" they are quite
- similar, whereas the Black responses are quite differe ,
’ (SEE Tale 1IV) * . ; N
=) * A o [ 7 . .
} These re lt may be - interpreted in terms of semantics: to tha
sﬁﬁhice; respect and loyalty are synonymous—-you are loyal to those whom
yéu;%éspezt. "o the Black it appears that this is not nece sartly the
case. : E :
% —_
A -
A = =
N s A
- 4= =
N !
1] L
c 12 *
N . . ) ) -
Bl - - .
SN S 7 2
v . N . 3 ) coe
\) = f% V i*p - ’
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TABLE IV

White Res?gﬁsess Afé) (b)) - te) (d) iCe)
;x T Hespect 45.9 334 145 3.6 1.9
) J,Lgyaély 462 34.7  13.6 S 3.1 : 1.4
Black, Résp@nsés: (a) (b) (e) (@) é (e)

- . Respect - 58.4°  25.9 12.0 2.6

.o
~J

= Loyalt: . 29.# 3.1 201 2.6 1.5
, S

. . .. Respect chi square 14.7 ' s .01

Loyalty chi square’” 9.04 . N.S. (.1 to .05)




Feelings of Family Togetherngéé and oo
Degree to Fhigh,Fag;lies "Do Things Tcé%;her

The responses to thé!twé‘quéstions»wﬁich asked for ;ﬁdications of
family togetherness indicate Ehatrtha propheci of doom Oﬁ thé part of

simistic family experts have not becnma reality in .the functioning

pess
éf the majafity of thESE families. At ;east,EDZ of EhE'Whitesjagd 672

L of the Blacks pergaive Et%gng family Qéhesivenéss. HgWEVEf, tﬁe results
f-“i>appéar to indiecate that more Elacks buth "dg things toée;her (ﬁf 57:7j o >‘;-

W 49 1) and "feel" more togagherness (B 67.9, W: én, 4) than White

: famillas Several interpretations may, be drawn:

" Whites have been brainwashed into a family togetherness approach.

The."ideal ﬁype"rfamilj is one ini;Eich faéhe: plays baseball wiith nis
son and takes him on fishing trips, etc.; mother igra girl scout 1eade?:
éssiéés the dauéhter'in baking, ca@ﬁing and éewing,glaves té go with the
family on camping trips, étc-'éFew families gaﬁ live up t§ these réquirépent;
e ' cf "Eb%etherﬁess" but if tﬁéy aoznaég White chilﬁ:gn are apt to feel Ehéti .
%;ackhéhildrén might not have such

i

the fam;ly is not meeting expectations.
expectations but %ény define "doing ﬁhiﬁgs together" as visiting friends
and -relatives, ‘i"r A
Anbth;r hypothesis which cculd be postulated is that part of a famlly s .
fe ail ng of togetherness may be an outgfowth of a feeling of ccoperatlon,s -to
wﬁat deg;ea ﬁhé members of the faﬁily help wiih%;he household chores. It

appears that Black students are expected to carry their share of .the chores

a:

-mére than the White. . ’
(Séa,Iable:V) - ' oy
7 'Still another interpretation that might be giv§n>for a greater
'*fgelingh:fifamily tcgégherﬂesé %ﬁ the part of Blaéks cguldzcentér éﬁ the

i




TABLE V

- : Does each family member have suitabIle chores and,do them?

. o Most of Only :
' Alwvays the time Sometimes.  When Asked Never

Black  20.5  46.6 15,9 5.7 2.2

White  25.7 . 45.9 15.3 11.9 ‘1.2

chi square 11,00 . sig. .03




) ) 8
| degree of conflict between edole ents. and perente C itfew seems to be one
problem in gefenteteen relationships whieh might indicate a measure of |
; !Erietien; A eignifieemﬁvdéfferenee does seem to exist. , g
(See Table VI) T _ o o
.The pettefn of difference eeeme to not be eentered in the efeee ef
i etreng eenflict (elweye and often) bet withln the median (eametimee) and -
. lessér (eeldem) confiict efeee:f Whites here eppear ta have less conflict
-Th;e eeuld be interpreted en et least’ two Weye _eithef the etudent usually
e&hferme, or as SUggég a v? eelin (1969 BBD), refefring ptimerily to )
,«* Whitesj ; P . .
;;;; : fi:fl":swf¥ﬁe'dEeEfeexﬁéet pereEEeg pafeieularly those in urban middle
elaee settings . . .vere extreeelyifelueteet to establish
eeﬁEEfeinee that appear to handicap the edoleeeent in his
eeeiel activities and eempetition fef etatue’end eecepeanee
L 'f The latter in;erpretetioﬁ eeul% at the same, time explain both the
l,ee r conflict with parents and the lack of family togeehefneee or
eoheeiveneee. | -
Family Frictions: 7Dieeip;eﬁeme§,éhilﬁren,'T
 Family Quarrels and Divorce ﬂ K
w-: '.; Dieeipliﬂe of young ehiidren and harmony CerAleek efn;e) in the ..
. hzme are etrong feetere in the socialization proce 55 . Albert Bandura
: writ_ee_ (1969: 379): .+ .
o } :j- ihere is a eub e,tive body of ev1ﬂence the} novel mode of
aggressive. behav1or are reedlly eequlred tireugh observation
of aggressive medelei Eiﬂdinge of ‘these gentrolled investi g tions :




()

" White 15.1 18.4 T 24,4 . 25,6 16.7

'TABLE VI' .

= -

Do you find yourself in t:gnfl'ict;’iqith your parents
ré\'ga;rding time to come 1in?

Always Often K,Sématimeg’ Seldom Never
Black 17,1  14.0 -~  35.0 . 18.6  15.3

chi square  16.47 . " '§ig. .01

{
17

-



- lend support to field studies demonstrating the crucial role’

.of modgling in the geﬁasiafnf antisac;al<aggfessive response

patterns., =~ 5 ¥ . .

;GD1ﬂ=(1958) exaﬁinéd thiS'hypmthesis in relation té Blaqﬁsﬁaﬂd Whites aﬁa

This concept, that Black pEfEDES use physicai punishmént more often is

Jfﬁﬁzxgérne out in this research. ) .
(See Table VII) - )

Thi” resear ch would indicaté a difference in patterns of discipliﬁiﬁg

g f .
chlldren between Blacks aﬁd Whites but not in the directinn of more

'r‘phy51gal punlshment Rathet, rhere appears to be 5% more. 1ikEllhDDd of

White :hlldré1 b21ﬂg apankad gainwatar s flﬂdlngs shed some 1ight
'A(lOESd un: v o oy | f
In this euléuré_théfefis little of the sensé ;f?;wégﬁmé ‘
e e ; v%éé;angibilityiaf éaring for éhiidren that is character- . '
g istic Qf the wgrking“éné ﬁiddle CLass. .. A% quickly asm |
'he'cén'éave_argund EE learhs to fend for himself. ...
) (Q;ffl,g e} . . . far the girl means giv1ng up a f’mliiarﬁ
i%and comfortable heus%~thatr unlike same»cther lower-class
i | AA;: e ;sﬁggultﬁresﬁplaces few real restrictlcns on her behav;er
. ' This may paftlally explaln the. higheL peraenﬁagemgf Blaaks‘cﬁcoslng
;f“ : A j (a). However, it is impartant to note that in, the maJerty of céses, L
A , ".both B Black and WhltE childreq ve é d ipllnéd—in same way (c & ﬂ & e:
N i :
! U B: 85.3, W: 87.0) o . v
. A : ; : _ , —_—
A;qng ‘with the stéréatype af ‘more phy51cal puﬂlshmEﬂt for Chlldeﬁ,A A
it‘iéroftgn assumed that Black couples fight more than White. _Accqrding




impcrtaﬂt family rule, your parents

(a)
(b)
(c)

(d)

P

Y

: | : ' TABLE VII

"

Iancred=yéur behavior

i T

;Threatenad and didn t carry auﬁ
‘San down: and talked with yaL

-Punished in some way ﬂther than

5

usually:

Ehéﬂﬁqﬁg§;fg

spanking

321 . 28.8

a

When you were in elementary schcgl (age 6= 12} aﬁd disabeved an

-,
e,

S _—

=

. Blackgxxa Whites

5.1 ° 1.8

26.6 '26--5/—,3,2

26.6 . 31.9

ot
FL-
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b . to this :eé;afch; alﬁh@ughinaﬁ statistically Sigﬂiliﬁéﬁt,.thETé appéafé to
be‘a Fittle more qQ;rreliing agé fighting in White faﬁiligs (B. 8.0; W, 106D3q
If disharmony existaAbatwééh‘husbaﬂd-and wife ié-may be'moré acgeptagier
to Ehélsubcuiéuféaf@r ﬁhé Biéck=paren§§ to sepa ate than it is far the -
White pafénzs (see Rsiﬂwétéf 1968c) .} Whecher thias is a plsusible hypothasis
or ncﬁ; Bl§§k familiés dc exparience more séparatian (B 19; W 11, S Oﬁl)
o Community Supp:q:ﬁ; Wgomunifty: Ac.t;';\girgias, P
k. : o _gh,ur,éh Attendance, School Ac::ixgi;i\ésa‘
Cgmmunity Activities | L
Rcss and Wheeler (1971: 54), in their researgh on Black Eelﬂnging in
iampa, Flarida, found that two in five (44 p;rcent) Qf all thair regpondents
bglang;d toigng or. mgre_vnluntaryiagsgélatlcns apartAftmm churghes aﬁd
unians. They did not ;nclude White,Atherefore,Ana comparisons can be ;
?%Zﬂ“”ix, %ade af two populations. _ ‘ ) . ! f Af':i:A o !
-».,;_2"4/"’%” L o o . - - ; ’ .
Qazf{llqua;?lfﬁh celonged to one VOiunta?y asscclatlon \
" 7 (2) OnEinn;grgEi gg _to Lwo voluntary assaclatlans’
s (3) One—tench belonged Ea three?;;GQGEEf oluﬁtarzaésscciazicns
i Othér resear h_;ndlcates a range of perceﬁtages of ,elangiﬁé;gﬁﬁ -
C - (1) American Inctituté of Public Opinion, 1954  54% a o
) Ati) Naﬁi@nai DPiﬁi@ﬂ‘Reseaféﬁ Center, l955; Z%Z Lo j‘szﬂégj
-(3) Survey ﬁéseafcﬁ ngééf, 1952 | e f§92J S ;}jki%aaA
x_;fsf?fgffiaggg;;e k and Thompsan :,! . 7' ” R 752;\3‘ w: o -
E As with ;Whités,  the higher the Black sgéial‘étatus thé?‘:g}eéﬁéj’ the
g F\memb%rship in v@luntafy asso:iaéioaéi: About twa—thlrds of the Blacks in .
AT\glghwégztus Dczupations beicnged to a v;luntary asségi tion while two—thirds
Véflche Lﬂ%mplﬂyéd belonged to noneév i A - -
AR 20 e
. E . T
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& e

*Almost all respondents with five or more memberships were pfafessionala.

The,reseafgh done here for the Whiiéhﬂus, Con f rence study was nat

detailed tEgafdlﬁg type of voluntary Drganlsaticn ncr“daes it dellberately
- separate church memhershlp fr@m other organiz tions, Scmetrespaﬂdénts '
mdy have lﬂ :luded church in communitf afgaﬂlg arions in. spite Gf ‘the fact thaE
another &iasﬁlan asked about chur ch aﬁﬁendangen The data indigazg =that B
: Blacks argq}nvalyed in community organizations to a greater degree.than - . - _
Whites. (Nearly evgfy'night- B: 8.8; W: 3i9) ' T S Y
N 't Herskovits (1958 180) weuld claim a rélaticnshlp between the Black
] et - o 7 o e .
. tendency to join voluntary associations ir America and the African herit age
Caoperétinn among thé Negroes of this country is prlnclpally
found in such iﬁstiﬁutioﬁs as lodges and ather benevalent
‘ saciezles, which in ﬁhEmSElVES are dlrectly in 1ine with " '
. the tradltian unde 1ying simlla Afr ;can Drganlgataoﬁs.
The rale of the secret sacieties in the parts of Affica
fram which the slaves were &Erlved ;s well known. &7 ( 118, ) s
R 4 - is the non-secret societies. . . that in tlme of L
. ' ”'-.\; M -1 ' o ’ ! o . _ \
“need assure their members access to resources greate: than
7 those of any fndividgél, which give this type of society an
A aspeaiéllj significant part .in assuring stability to -
N ' N - B L.
©, African éﬁ&i%l structure. - e o ' ST -
\\ = B ‘:‘-’ : L F ot L T = ) . . B B . .
EE Ch ;h Agtendance N . o : 3 . ‘ e T
T e S \ F oL -
: ' Church attenagnce was ﬂDE lncludad in the abcve but %gurch=related
a,!"‘ " ‘i"‘a
‘activitias ¢ ld have: bEEn. The questiﬂ Does. yaur ﬁamlly 80" “to ghurchr
e e . - - T / : :
- together' tends tg imply Sunday service more than chufchﬁrelated Drgaﬂizations. 3
21 . ,\
Jb ) '\ k3 t’ E‘
; . MR . -
i \‘ . LS

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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" A statement regarding who zoes more,-'Blacks or Whites is not in

_ prder with this material. . However, aﬁ‘analySis indicates-a diff%rent N

[

pattern of church atténdancé‘ -When . aztendanﬁe more than once ‘a weak CwAT
is inecluded - (Sunday Evanlng servi@e, prayef meetlng, Sunday ?chacl

ete. ) tha White pnpulatian is sliﬂhtly higher, yet the’ WhlEES "never"

‘atrend to.a’ Jlarger d degree than the Blacks wegklyaat;andance s L

‘**Fﬁfzﬁmﬁﬂfg;ié;%bb;hwgzgggg;;%; e

Camparing respanses to the questions fegafding membership An 7 2f

afganisaticns and a*tendamce at church 1t is apparent Ehat different >:’;f§f;

a

, 'patgggns of activity prevail. o )

, “(See Table VIII)
Apparently, attendlng church was nat can51dered to be membershlp ;~;;;,;xﬁ_

. lq c@mmun1ty organlzatians, as 1ndlgaced abova. ‘ e T N
&5 " ;, . . R

3 PO .= e

»\g : V Su; part Df School* Actlvltl es: . : B

’ \\ ‘ Vsﬁucaticnal Implicaﬁians , ‘; : o % K . B -

’- * In the mid 1960 s; séhcols in Ruthetford Ceﬁnty offered the "freedom
of ch01ce 1n sghoals to’ 1ts te§1d2ﬁts.-;iéis wri ler had chlldren in’
elementary schaoliand vas m@g;-;mpréssad'as a newé%mer to MurffEESbDfD '1: -~

“ . in 19§7 ﬁith the numbers of Black garaﬁgsswha aﬁtended P.T.A: and S:hoél

%',zré;;__ppen hauses. After the abgve date,.the Black elemégtary schn 1 Wwas

M changed into a mlgg;e SﬁhDA; EherBlggkmhigb=§ghéa%»,fE méde a vogationalffffl

" 3

annax to the: Centra; High Sghocl and bath Black and Whl%e children were .

=

bussed.  Thls lntegratlan of schaols taak p,a" thaut\in:ident - -
A \. — C T g
It is 1mpnrtant td note that according to the damogrgvhlc data gf L

. \ -
Ruzherfard Caunty, abaut 12? are- Blagk, and camputlng the numbers réspandlng\

\_ J-pE—,

‘to -the questLannairas in thig reseafch =127 ZX of the high schaal populatlaﬂ \5
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'\? 1arga Blaak middle clas 3

V ! ;lr . x 11 . . ; V :. B
-. _—‘. ‘ ’ vi ; 3 ;‘“ V 13

is also .Black. Apparently, tha Black aagmant of thia community, on a

par with Whites, is s raaaing tha need for edue: éibn._ This being the

Y
v

A ' u

caaa, Black educational achiavamant ia this ccunﬂ( ahould indicata

=

._No attampt waa mada to inqqira into the acadayic achievement of

tha atudenta in Eha county s high arhaola ainaa thia was primarily a

i

) family and aommunity raaaarah prajact. aawavar, thL quaatiaﬁ was

“asked "Do members: of your family auppatt schdol activitiea?? The
raapana%a to this qu ati,ﬁ indicate that Blacks aupp%rt the school
Aaa a aimilaf dagrea as Eha,Whitaa. (B: 52.2; W:'48:81= chi aquarafzyééiﬁ

These findinga also support the obaarvaciana of Elaiﬁa Burgaaa/ that

TTT19695267) - - ce o

the Black populatioﬁ ts increasingly faalizing that*
) ? \ = B
Eduaation and aaaupational achiavement ,are highly valuad o
o
'Eduaation is #he avenue to naaaasafy training and akilla

for getting ahead, farﬂinculaating thaﬂyouth w1th the ,
a . o :v i . o ) . R s R ) : )
"right democratic values,” the right motivations, .the right. _

.

commitments to-the future and the ¥
R Kot SRS R

ight-patterns of behavior.

_aaaantial; and aacri-

-

fica to aand a“fldran on to collage is a poaitiva good HE

4- = B} . | a -

The %ap batwaan an*“atianallatfainmant éf Negroes ani‘WhiEaa
haa \,rrowad during the paat twanty yaata. .. ) \

" As p évioualy notad the population of thla research aaama

to ba a
ross-sec ti n a£ the Black commuﬂity An Rutharford Countv, howa ar, the -

\

gl

't»findingagip aér to indiaata a tendency-.toward tha pattarna asses ad by

_ghetto .

,_)
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=

Billingsley {1968: 97) claims that . Ela:ks haye made advanzements
through ' screens

af oppartunities
3"selfemade

; .
=

(Chapﬁer 4).,~-that’ Negfaes are not
men but have had 35515tanze 1A finding and using these
DpportunitiaS, »The ¢

3

-y

The ‘chief characteristic of Black men and women of
chievement is a ézrang family life,

%trang families are those which éeam to b
their pattgrns of

to be guided in .-

interacﬁian amcng mambers (tcgegherness,

-
l@yalty,:respeﬁt)

aﬂd with the outsida world by a éefinite

set cf valuea or phllosaphy with an acccmpﬁny;ng pattern af
behav1or consistent with

hﬁse values. Strang famliies
are théﬂ hlghly lnfluen:ed‘by the reilglcus comvictions
~and behavi (53% attend chufch once a week or mafe); éhg
educatlén or Eduﬁaticﬁal asplra tion > o

-
of one or ‘more, members

.Negro. families have
placeg heavy’emphasis aﬁd reliance on 1nteractlons w1th bth
'relatives (QthE. Ralnwater) and n@n—relat1VEE

¥
3 -

the mlnister, teacher

- - T}jus N -
figures of lmpartance in the gammunlty——the ch;ef, or elders,
: or other 1

responsib

le adults=-have always
been callad ‘upon to help thé*family!scciallze its Chlldféﬂ.
, One of

the keys to the attalnment of a B}ack middle class sﬁétus is
B ,! :, - - E’ "
* 'the presence of tha f,jher figure in the home.

Frazlar C1959a329 BD)

Y
*
I

ggests that the appor;gnities for Black men to work~1in (a
ES@éEially as

™

’2_industry; B
skilled wcrkars, () glerical ﬂEEuDaElQuE dnd CEj serv1ce

ﬂccupatians have enabled "the male head of the family (to have) sufflcieﬁﬁ
economic secgrity to play thE gonventional rale of pfavider far his famlly
without tha aidlgf ;hé=wife.' S

. W 2

1
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The questian regarding cécupatian 1n this fEEFafCh was an Dpen ended
-y y ;

one which fEEandEn o} CDmpEEtEd Unfartunately, zhey were analyzed Dﬁ ,

) A Five—pgint scale by sgudéﬂt assistants and glassified as Eeen in Fable 1x
Co# 5 q'

1h; aleas cE "skilled" and "uﬂskilled" were classified tagether and therefoze o

El

it 1is impcsaibla to make the diatiﬂgtion here béthEﬂ 1awer class unﬁkilled L
i [ Y

and middle class skilgad Also, there may be both 1@w1— aﬁdimiddle *

, class cambined under the heading of "services'" since ‘thi céuid inclide

bothr garbage men and . 1,11 carriers.

{(See Table IX) » . . S . . ' ?1‘

k]

In the Black middle class family, the hgsband is generally Lerognized

' s _% as the hegd cf the family, however, Frazier (lQSSa- 330) suggegts- .
. the wife is nat completely subafdinated There is qugn

- v a division of labor -in Ehe management of the hcusehold and a; ;.‘gi’ll-:,

i
N . ¢

ﬂ—ﬂ\-

gﬁirit of demgcracy in the famllyi The dignifiadfand réspected*; _='P

ﬁ% P pos 1t10n Qf the wvife aﬂd mother is. due parzlv to the tradlthp§ .,

B . . e =

Qf lndepeﬁdence among Negro women. i f: o . e

i

’ o Many authorltias would agree with Herskav1ts, that this "dlgnlfled‘; .:-:
andg respected' pasltlcn of ‘the Black woman 15 a carry-awar of tha Wgst ' ~f‘_;

~ Afriﬂan matrifc:ai family N . - L = : G i;j  

J; T ‘l IE would | apﬁeaf fram thié'reséarch that many ‘of the Black famllieén.r

“in Ruzherford Ccuﬂty ara rathar stable aﬂd that with sufficiEﬁt"scfgeﬁs to ;”f

\ s

cf DpparEUﬂiEies , many w111 in theinex; gégegation,,bécame;midégé class_ié:?"

citizens, - - e LT

e




TABLE IX
Father's Occupation

. Unskilled/
Farm - Skilled Services Business © Professional

Black 7.3 22.3 23,7 -2 9.1 8.0

-

White 6.2 15.8 30.6 18.7 13.0

, (The above figures do not totai 100%Z. In 19% of Black families

and 11% of White, béfénts were not living together. Other !

resppndeﬁté did not fill this in).

J‘l‘ nqu B
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'Cantribgpiaﬁ to Knowledge | ' @:

Coneclusions

‘Rarely has sociological literature looked at the responsible Black

(]

citizen and very rarely, if at all, have social scientists actually

compared the White and the Black in a community.

following conclusion:

This research has been innovative in that it has attempted to
analyze the Black family

(a) apart from the Ghetto

(b) in a relatively small Southern city rather than a Northern

¢ -

metropolis

(c) by comparing it with the White: family .

1

lacks of Rutherford County Sﬁpport the schools and attend church as do
the Whites, and even exceed the Whites in membership in community
organizations. Although good work oppc tunities and good housing are

le

[

s available for the Blacks than Whites, there is a remarkable
resilience in that Black family members help with chores, have a spirit

of family tcgetharneés and family respect that exceeds that of the

ﬁespite the fact that the vast majority of Negre Families

are stahlé, conforming and achieving, and cause no preblems
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T

to anybody, the tendency to view them in negative terms

. persists. . . Mo ynihan and his staff examined the 1960

%

national census data and found that nearly a quarter of

-7 . all Negro families were headed by females and that nearly

. H

T a dusrtat @E:alléNegré bables that yéér were born out of
wedlock., . . He coﬁcluaéd quite incorrectly, that the Negro
family in this couﬁtfy ié faliiﬂg apart and féiliﬁg{ta make

. vfbeir way in the world. . . Mo ynihan péid very little

Véﬁﬁéﬁtiéﬁnéé the fééﬁltﬁéﬁ seﬁeéé?éfive‘perééngzéf Negf@
- familiés-met his criteria of stability.
The findings from this.study indicate that as Black families have
tge opportunity aﬁd enc@uragéﬁenz to achieve stability, at least in
Rutherford County, Tennessee, .the majority have produced responsible

American citizens.

ERIC
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